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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION 
APPOINTED BY THE INTERN^TIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE 
TRIBUNAL DATED 13 MARCH 1946, 
SUBMISSION OF ABFIDAVITS BY THE DEFENSE PURSUANT 
TO THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL DATED 5 JULY 1946. 

31 July 1946 


COMMISSIONER: 


Mr. I. D. MeIlwraith 


ALLGEMEINE SA 

(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1530 HOURS.) 

JM McIIWRAITH: We are ready now to hear affidavits on behalf 
of the Allgemeine-SA. 

DR. ASCHENAUER: All the affidavits are summarized pertaining to one 
specific point of the charges. The Prosecution charges that the NSDAP and the SA 
were one unified whole, with a unified aim and goal. The Prosecution further 
charges that the SA mmeksi participated in the conspiracy against world peace in 
which the 34 could be utilized for any purpose and in any activity which was re- 
quired by the conspirators. 

(German transcript page 1736.) 
I am submitting a group of affidavits on this theme which show that the Prosecution 
is mistaken in its charges. 

The first affidavit is by ARNOLD RECHBERG. This affidavit shows that the SA 
as well as the NSDAP did not represent one unified whole and it refutes the conspiracy 
of the SA as a closed or rather unified organization. The affidavit says: 

1. Elements loyal to Moscow infiltrated into the National Socialist combat 


organizations, SA and SS, consciously, by order of Moscow. 
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2. 21,000 Communists transferred into the combat organizations of the NSDAP 
up to July 1932, part of them by directive of Moscow, 

3. This infiltration started before the year 1930. 

lh. In connection with the alliance between the political generals of the 
Reichswehr and the Red Army, in regard to which the English General Sir Borlase 
Edward Wyndham Childs K.C.M.G. and Lord William G. Tyrrell were instructed exactly, 
LO million marks were put at the disposal of the NSDAP at the instigation of Stalin. 

5. Declaration of Manuilskys dated 5 June 1932: "Our radical fictitious 
hostility against Hitler makes it impossible for our adversaries to calculate our 
moves in time. Under the given circumstances it must be our first aim to bring 
Vitler into power in Prussia. 

6. Secret report of the Gestapo on the basis of which Communists joined 
National Socialist organizations, like the SA. There they achieved leading 
positions in order to pull menbers into the Commnist line by use of National 
Socialistic AA SS 

7, This so-called orientation to the East, the significance of which was already 
underlined in a number of the "Kleinen Journal" dated 10 April 1931, was opposed by 
the orientation to the West, the foreign policy which was represented by Ernst Roehm 
and the Supreme SA Leadership. 

I request a translation of the complete affidavit. 


LS. 
OOMMESSTONER MCIINRAITF: Have you any comments on that, Wr. Morrecco? 


MAKE 
yn. MoRRRESO: I do not think T have any objection, Sir. It is difficult 
to take it in as it was read. There is a great deal in it but as far as I can see 


there is no objection. I am afraid I didn't quite understand what it was all about; 


it didn't seem to me to be very relevant. 


SPMEESSIONR MCIINRAITH: Nor did T | understand what it is about. It 
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seemed to be entirely against the Communists and Stalin. How the fact that there 


were communists in the NSDAP had anything to do with the unification of the SA and 


the 
SRE NSDAP I don't understand. I want to ask Dr. Aschenauer to explain it. 
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DR. ASCHENAUER: In this large mass which the 
NSDAP Rx represented, there were on one hand people who 
wanted an alliance with the Hast. On the other hand there 
were people who were in favor of an Alliance with the 
Western powers as a defense against the comintern world 
policy of Moscow, 
People in the NSDAP do you mean? 
People of the as well as 
of the œ ganizations, that is to say, the great political 
body of the NSDAP. 1 enlarged upon this idea in the 
idealogical sense, Then there were NSDAP on one hand com- 
pos ed of the middle &uropean bourgeois circles and on the 
other hand some of them who were Bolshevistse 4 ore 
LS. lanea, pen sar 7 Lad ro gia n E... Rat 
MR. MeILWRAITH: | eegen CSN 


De Sra ron | e junifica ts on of the 


Ke s. f , 
NSDAP and ebbers? We have not had any explanation from 


Dr, Aschenauer on that. 


MR. VAFÎEC80: I quite agree with you that it 


isn't even remotely relevant. 
MR. McILWRAITH: Now, Dre Aschenauer, xm can you 
explain in simple language how these things are connected? 
DR, ASCHENAUER: The consequences of the direction 
which these policies took was the 30th of June, 1954, on 


the basis of which the Supreme leadership was remov ed; 
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who moved 
which represented the Western entente; those /memowek in a 


Western direction lost influence, consequently, the SA could 
not have participated in the conspiracy xxximxkwmmid against 
world peacs. 

MR, McILWRAITH: You told me in the beginning this 
affidavit showed the SA and NSDAP were not a unified whole. 
Is that so? 

DR, ASCHENAUER: The SA and NSDAP were not a uni- 
fied whole, consegumatly since the SA was against the 
policies after 1934 the SA cannot be made responsible for 
the policies after 1934 which lead to the world war and 
thos e are the charges of the Prosecution and that is wie re 
the affidavit refutes the charges of the Prosecution. That 
is the first impa tant point of the four points which are 
refuted. The importance of the affidavit is also shown 
by the following: 

For these show the policy propagated by the Supreme 

i sdg Arnold Rechberg 
SA leaders and opposing this/affidavit b TRE Let FERRE X ox X 
Hoerauf te the other affidavits whic follow and will destroy 
entirely a unified whole as far as foreign policies are 
concerned, and that again is important for the conspiracy 
charged by the Prosecution. 


MR. McILWRAITH: Have you anything mare to sy, 


^ 
Mr, “arec Go? We will leave open my decision about this 


affidavit until we have heard a summary of the other eight, 


ON 
if you have anything more to say nov we will hear it. 
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& 
MR. MAREC§O: I have nothing further to ssy. 
Ze: 


DR. ASCHENAUER: I now submit affidavit by Ritter 
Franz von Hoerauf. 

This affidavit shows first the conferencesof Roehm 
with English and French political circles within the frame 
work of a Western pact in Geneva, 

At the occasion of a May meeging d' the League 
of Nations in 1931, Bern,Zurich, Paris, London, Genoa - 


MR. McILWRAITH: Frankly, I don't mm&& under stand 


E v> w Ber 
this at alle Je er meet you say it shows, Dr. Aschenauer? 


DR. ASCHENAUER: The affidavit shows the conferences 
of Roehm with all English and French political circles. 

MR. McILWRAITH: What is a conference with a circle? 
Can't you explain that better? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: The second sentence shovs a theme 
or goals of the conferences. 

The aims of the conferences were? 

(a) Roehm puts himself at the top of the NSDAP. 

Roehm established a military and foreign policy 
office in wader to establish a Western Fatt. “ere are 
opposed the Eastern thought in the Moscow area and the 
Western thought as defensive thought against the East. 
One cannot explain more clearly the dissension of the 
goals within the NSDAP. 

MR. McILWRAITH: Let me try to understand it. 


You say this affidavit refers to conferences between Roehm 
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and some French and English circles at which conferences 


Roehm was trying to establish himself as head of the NSDAP? 

DR, ASCHENAUER: No, that is a mistake. In œ der 
to clarify this I quote only the following three sentences 
from the affidavits 

The Roehm plan was as follows: To enlarge the 
SA as far as possible in order to be able "asi inde- 
pendently d' the NSDAP, We also find in the affidavit 
something about Roehm attempting to contact German govern- 
mental leaders in order to make a gmt coalition against 
Hitler. That again deals in part wi th the unified plan, 
as point Noe Se In this connection, may I recall to you 
the hearing of Max Juettner who has testified that in 1934 

n & sa Pheer 
Roehm had a conference with French military a ttachesf mk—£rom ^ 
which conference mxpmegknxxafx khexRkashmx was one cf the 
reasons for the purging of Roehm and others. 

MR. McILWRAITH: But if Maz Jeuttner exer said 
this, then this affidavit is cumulative, 

DR. ASCHENAUER: This affidavit is not cumulative 
for the reason that Juettner is talking about the Roehm 
Putsch of the year 1934, but this affidavit deals with the 
speriod from 1951 to 1932, and this affidavit indicates 
the basic possibility of a distinctive Roehm line of 


foreign policye 
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MR. McILWRAITH: Just one moe thing I want to 
know about this. I think you have said that this affidavit 
showed that Roehm wanted to enlarge the SA so that it could 
work independently of theXXKX NSDAP? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: Not to enlarge it but to:remove 
4t from the circles of the so-called politicians who were 
characterized by Roehm only as demogoguese 

MR. McILWRAITH: So that it was formerly a part 
of the party, was it? 

DR. ASCEENAUER: Basically in 1921 and 1924 the 
SA was established as a part of the party but Roehm during 
the course c development Ex wanted to become independent, 

P. MoILWRAITH: And that was in 1931 and 1932, 
was 1t4 


ASCHENAUER: That was in 1931 and 1932 and 


MR, McILWRAITH: I think I have heard all I want 


60. What are ê comments on that one? 


MR, MARIECÉO : I have no objection to that one, 
MR. MCILWRAITH: You understand I am not making 
any decisions until I have heard all nine, 
SEE IE 
DR. ASCHENAUER: The next affidavit is by FUERST 
WALDBURG zu ZEILe This affidavit shows a contract agree 


ment betweä Sir Henry Deterding, who played a part in the 
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conferences which were shown in the affidavit by Fuerst 
Waldburg zu Zeile Furthermore, the locality is named where 
the original contract is, The original contract is at pre- 
sent in the safe of a Swiss bank in “urich - 


Ki 


Mr. MCILWRAITH: Between dom is the contract ef- 


Henry 
Sir Jeng get anê whom? 


DR, ASCHENAUZR: Between Sir Henry Deterding and 
Roehm. It is an economic agreemwnt vä thin the frame work 
of the Western pact. 

MR, McILWRAITH: Go on, is that all you have to 
say about that one? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: TEMMKXNX There is another affidav- 
it from the year 1934 showing the same line which also 
deals with the Roehm contract by ---- 

MR. McILWRAITH: I want to deal only with one 
affidavit at a time, 

Mtr 

DR. ASCHENAUER: WEREN you finished with Noe 3? 

MR. McILWRAITHs Certainly note All you have 
told me is what the frame work has to do wit! the SA and 
as I understand it the affidavit refers to an econcomic 
agreement between Sir “enry Peterding and Roehm, but I 
have not understood what that agreement is. 

DR. ASCHENAUER: This agreement was made between 


Roehm and the Chief of the SA leadership. 
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MR. wA nc: Does it really matter what the con- 


tents are? It seems to me that any & greement between Roehm 
and Deterding, who as I recall was a substantial capitalist 
and a great oil magnate, and in no sense a representative 
of the British Government or any other covernment, would 
be quite irrele vant to any defense which Dr. Aschenauer 
wish to put forward tothe charges which are made against 
SA, namely, that by gaining the mastery of the streets 
rise to powere 
I Laf, at Tn L Yaki Bor 

| le ILWR 4e—fer-eo—L-anaenstené Et) Dr. 

ZU. Sk 
Aschenauer naa wezn Sir Henry Deterding was a EXE repre- 
sentative of the British Government. 

DR. ASCHENAUER: I haven't finished with it yet 
and I want to say that this contract was between Sir "enry 
Deterding and the British Intelligence Service. 1 couldn't 
bring a witness from the „ng lish Intelligence Service who 
is still alive today, ond S i was done in his official 


capacity. 


MR. McILWRAITH: Have you finished your summary? 
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\SCHENAUER order to 
for what is contained in the contract 
to achieve his goal in political respects - Roehm 
supported financially by the 
41 


In return for this 


power, economic advante 


those years to the SA. 
"2 
this, lr. Marjeco, if Jl» Henry 
Deterding had been Prime Minister of England would any 
agreement between him and Roehm have anything to do with 
she indictment? 
Yes, sir, because surely the British 
overnment could not, in 1946, Pad to the trial of 
the SA, t had arlier years itself supported it 
Pinancially..... If Dr. Aschenaver could show that the 


British government entered into an economic a ‘reement 


by which in consideration of Roehm's gaining power we 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION 
APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE 
TRIBUNAL DATED 13 MARCH 196. 


SUBMISSION OF AFFIDAVITS BY THE DEFENSE PURSUANT 
TO THE ORDER CF THE TRIBUNAL DATED 5 July 196. 


31 July 19l6, 
CCLESISS TONER s 


Mre IeDe Mcilwraithe 


(THE COMMSSION CONVENED AT 1530 HOURS) 


IR. MCILWRAITH: We are roe ady now to hear affidavits on behalf of the 


Allgeneine=Sie 


DR, ASCHENAUER: All the affidavits are summarized pertaining to one 
specific point of the charges. The Prosecution charges that the NSDAP and the § 
unified whole, with a unifiod ain and goal. The Prosecution further 
that the SA participated in the cons piracy against world peace in 
which the SA could be utilized for any purpose and in any activity which was 


A 7 AMT 1 s r - 
required by the conspiratorse 


(German transcript page 1746) 


I an submitting a group of affidavits on this theme which show that the 


D 


Prosecution is mistaken in i chargose 


Ihe first affidavit is by Arnold Rechberge This affidavit shows that 
the SA as well as tho NSDAP did not represent one unified whole and it refutes 
the conspiracy of tho SA as a closed or rathor unified organization, The 
affidavit says: 

Elements loyal to Moscow infiltrated into the National Socialist 
combat organizations, SA and SS, consciously, by order of Moscow, 
21,000 Communists transferred into the combat organizations of the 
July 1932, part of them by directive of Moscowe 
This infiltration started before the year 1930, 
In connection with the alliance between the political gencrals of 
Roichswohr and the Rod Army, in regard to which the English General Sir Bors 
Edward Wyndham Childs. KeCelleGe and Lord Willian Ge Tyrrell were instructed 
exactly, lO million marks were put at the disposal of the NSD/P at the insti- 
gation of Stalin, 





ulyeJgH-2-losser 


De Declaration of Manuilskys dated 5 June 1932: "Our radical 
fictitious hostility against Hitler makes it impossible for our adversaries 
to calculate our moves in time. Under the given circumstances it must be our 
first aim to bring Hitler into power in Prussiae 

6. Secret report of the Gestapo on the basis of which Communists 
joined National Socialist organizations, like the SA. There they achieved 


loading positions in order to pull members into the Communist line by uso of 


National Socialistic slogens and behaviore 


Te This so-called orientation to the East, the significance 6f which 
was already underlined in a nuriber of the "Kleinen Journal" dated 10 April 1931, 
was opposed by the orientation to the West, the foreign policy vhich was 
represented by Ernst Rochm and the Supreme SA Leadership. 
I request a translation of the complete affidavit. 
hs HOILWRAITH: Have you any comments on that, Mr. Marreco? 
MRe MARRECO: I do not think I have any objection, sir. It is difficult 
There is a great deal in it but as for as I 
no objection. I an afraid I didn't quite uritierstand what it 
it didn't seem to me to te very relevant. 
ITH: Nor did I completely understand what it is aboute 
It seemed to be entirely against the Communists and Stalin. How the fact that 
there were comaunists in the NSDAP had anything to do withthe unification 
of the SA and the NSD/P I don't understand. 1 wans to ask Dre Aschonauer to 
ite 
DR. ASCHENAUER: In this largo mass which the NSDAP represented, there 
were on one hand people whow anted an alliance with the East. On tho other 
hand there were people who were in favor of an Allimce with the Western 
powers as a defense against the comintorn world policy of Moscow. 
ITH: People in the NSDAP, do you mean? 
Feople of tho NSDAP, as well as of the organizations, 
that is to say, the great political body of the NSDAP. I enlarged upon 
this idea in the ideological senso, Then there were NSDAP on ono hand 
eomposcd of the middle European bourgeois circles and on the other hand some 
of them vho were Bolshevistse 


UR. MOILIRAITH: Mre Marreco, you said you had no objecticn jo this 


zons WI T 
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affidavite Can you point out anything in it which shows there was no 
unification of the NSDAP and the SA? We have not had any explanation fron 
Aschenaucr on that, 

LR. NARRECOs I quite agree with you that it isn't even remotely 
relevante 

MR, MCILMAITH: Nowy Dre Aschenauer, can you explain in simple 
language how these things were connected? 

DX, ASCHENAUER: The consequences of the direction which these policies 
a 


took was the 30th of June 193, on the basis of which the Supreme leadership 


was removed; which represented the Western entente; those who moved in a 


Western direction lost : lor onsequently the Si could not have parti- 


eipated in the conspiracy against world peacce 
MCIUURAITH: You told me in the beginning this affidavit showed 
the SA L NSDAP were not a unified whole, Is that so? 
ASCHENAUER: The SA and NSDAP were not a unified whole, consequently 
Since the SA was against the policies after 1934 the SA cannot be made 
responsible for tho policies after 193); which lead te the world war and those 
of the Prosecution and that is where the affidavit refutes 
of the Prosecuticne That is the first important point of the four 
points which are fefutede The importance of the affidavit is also shown by 
tho followi 
+ tho policy proj.agabad by the Supreme SA leaders and 
opposing this the affidavit by Arnold Rechberg, Hoerauf, and the other 
affidavits which follow and will destroy entirely a unified whcle as far as 
forcign policies are concerned, and that again is important for the conspiracy 
charged by the Prosecution 
MOIDIRATTHs Have you anything more to say, lire Marreco? We will 
pen my decision about this affidavit until we h ave heard a summary 
other cight, but if you have anything more to say now we will hear ite 
UR. ILRRECO: I have nothing further to Saye 
DR, ASCHENA WER: I now submit affidavit by Ritter Franz von Hoerauf e 
This affidavit shows first the conferences of Roehm with English and 


political circles within the framework of a Western pact in Geneva. 





At the occasion of a May meeting of the League of Nations in 1931, Bern, 
Zurich, Paris, London, Genoa == 
HR. MCIDYRAITH: Frankly, I don't understand this at alle What isit 
that you say it shows, Dre Aschenaucr? 
DR, ASCHENAUER: The affidavit shows the conferences of Rosbm with all 
English and French political circles. 
HR. MCILWRAITH: What is a conference with a circle? Cantt you explain 
that better? 
DR. ASCHENAUIR: The second sentence shows a theme or goals of the 
conferences e 
The aims of the conferences were: 
(a) Roehu puts himself at tho top of the NSD/P. 
Roehm established a military and foreign 1 oliey office in order to 
a Western Pact. Here are opposed the Eastern thought in the Moscow 
area and tho Western thought as defensive thought against the East. One cannot 
explain more clearly the dissension of ‚the goals vi thin the NSDAP, 
1R. MOIL/RAITHs: Let mo try to understand ite You say this affidavit 
f 


refors to conferences between Roehm 


iN 
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and some French and English circles, at which conferences 
Rochn was trying to establish himself as head of the NSDAP? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: No, that is a mistake. In order to cla- 
rify this I quote only the following three sentences from the 
affidavit: 

The Roehm plan was as follows: To enlarge the SA as far 

possible in ordor to be able to work independently of the 

We also find in the affidavit something about Roehm 
attempting to contact German governmental leaders in order to 
make a coalition against Hitler. That again deals in part with 
the unified plan, as point No. 3. In this connection, may I 
recall to you the hearing of Max Jucttner who has testified 
that in 1934 Rochm had a conference with French military at- 
techos to the same effeet, which conference was one of the 
reasons for the purging of Roehm and others. 

MeILVRAITH: But if Max Jouttner said this, then the 
affidavit is cumulative. 


TTI) 


DR. ASCHENAUER: This affidavit is not cumulative for the 
reason that Juottnor is talking about the Rochm Putsch of the 
year 1934, but this affidavit deals with the poriod from 1931 
to 1932, and this affidavit indicates the basid possibility of 
a distinctive Rochm line of forcign policy. 

MR. MeILWRAITHE: Just one more thing I want to know about 

I think you have said that this affidavit showed that 
Rochm wanted to onlargo tho SA so that it could work indopon- 
dently of the NSDAP ? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: Not to enlarge it but to remove it from 
theeireles of the so-called politicians who were characterized 
by Rochm only as domogoguos. 

MR. [eIL'RAJITH: So that it was formerly a part of tho par- 
ty wes it? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: Basically in 1921 and 1924 tho SA was os- 
toblishod as a part of tho party but Roohm during tho courso of 
development wanted to become independent. 


BOOR 
LZ 
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affidavits. 
MCIL'RAITE: So that was in 1931 end 1982, was it 
SSCHEN.UE2: That was in 1951 and 1932 and 1934. 
MeIL' ATE: I’ think I have heard all I want to. 
comments on that one ? 
MARRZCO: I have no objection to that ono. 

in 


e MeILWRAITS You understand I am not making any 


18 until I have hoard all nine. 


J. OI 


next affidavit is by Fuerst waldburg 


1< 2 


zu Zeil, his affidavit shows a contract agrcement between 


played a part in the conferences which 
affidavit by Fuerst ‘aldburg zu Zeil, Fur- 
thermorc, tho locelity is named where the original contract is. 


Deed 


The original contract is at prosent in tho sefo of a 


s the contract, between 


Sir Honry Deterding, 


TY ^ fn m) s 


DR. ASCHENAUER: Botwoon Sir Honry Detording and Rocha. It 


oconomie azroonont within tho framework of the Western 


all you have to say about 


is anothor affidavit from tho year 


which also dcais with 


MeIL RAITE: I. want to deal with only ono affidavit a 


ASCHENAUER: ‘Vioren't you finished with No. 5 ? 
MOILWRAITE: Certainly not. ALL you havo told mo is 
frame work has to do with tho S4 and as I understand 
it the affidavit rofors to en economie agreement between Sir 
ry Doterding end Rochm, but I havo not understood what the 


agreement is. 
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Affidavits. 


JR. MARRGCO: Does it really matter what the contents are? 


It scems to me thet any agreoment between Rocha and Dotording, 


who as I recall was a substantial capitalist and a great oil 
and in no sonso a represontativo of tho British Gov- 
ernaont or any other government, would bo quito irrelevant to 
which Dr. aschenauer may wish to put forward to 
which aro made against the SA, nam 


he mastcry of streets they. assisto 


not even understood that Dr. Asche 
said Sir Henry Deterding was a ropresentative of 
sh Government. 
sĐCHENSU:R: I haven't finished with O want 
ntract was between Sir Henry Detording 
ho British Intelligence ri I couldn't bring a witness 
rom the English Intollig Service who is still alive to- 


in his official capacity, 


ave you finished your summary ? 
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DR. ASCHENAUER$ In order to fulfill the request for what is contained 
in the contract «in order to enable Roehm to achieve his goal in political 
respectse Roehm is being supported financially by the political circles of 
the Weste In return for this Roehm promises, after his ascension to power 
economic advantages in order to give back what he hasreceivede 

MH. MARECCOs I don't know what you think about this affidavit, Sir, 
It might well be that it discloses a most interesting storye As far as I 
know Deterding was an oil mang, and there is nothing to show that he had anye 
thing to do with the British Secret Service. He may well have had something 
to do with it. Stranger things have happened. But failing proof that he ha 
- I do not see that we can accept any agreement made between Roehm and Dete? 
ding as evidence itish government or other official support given durin, 
those years to the She 

COL ISSTONER: Tell me this, iir. harreco, if Sir Henry Deterding had b: 

länister of England would any agreement between him and Rochm have any: 

with the indictment? 

RRECO: Yes, sir, becausc surely the British government could no 
a party to the trial of tiie Sä, if it had in earlier years ite 

supported it financially eee If Dr. Aschenauer could show that the 
British 
f Roehm's gaining power we undertook to support the Party, then he 
ild be furthering his case a long way, I think, 
Do you put it the same way, Dr. Aschenauer? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: Yes, and I can prove that. That is why I have 
applied for the hearing of the witnesses Werner von alvensleben and Wallen- 
hoefer, whicn will put the crown on this truth, 

VE ISSIONER: Do you say, as ir. Marreco does, that you have only to 
of an agreement between Roehm and a representative of th: 
government in order to make this affidaivt relevant? 
Re ASCHENAUER: It is hot only agreement, but they had a unified aim. 
But at the moment I do not think this affidavit is 
relevant, even if Sir Henry Deterding is shown to have been a representative 


ıe Britis: government. Do you say I am wrong for the same reasons 


dn. 
Ul 
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Mr, Marreco says I am wrong? 
Di, ASCHENAUERs What I want tc say is, that Sir Henry Deterding and t 
French and English political. circles are the same. And these English and 
French political circles, because there was a democracy, couid 
power at any timoe 
Re MARRECOs I think we are getting into rather deep, but irrelevant 
waters. I suggest that if there was such an agreement == there is no attemp: 
made in the affidavit to establish that Deterding was a representative 
British government, which quite clearly he was note If these conversati 
were carried on at all between Deterding and Roehm then they were carried on 
by Deterding in bis capacity as a private citizen and in furtherance of his 
own capitalistic interests; or, at most, they were unofficial feelers carric 
on by him on behalf of someone in the Conscrvative government. But in no 
case was he an accredited representative of the British governments and thai 
being os, I submit the affidavit is irrelevant to the SA de 
Die ASCHENAUER: But even if that were correct == and Sir Henry Deter- 
ding were a person without any political influence -- this affidavit does 
indicate the goal of Roehm, which breaks apart the SA and the 
MR, MARRECOs That is looking at the thing from an entirely Cifferor 
int of view. I simply said that I thought the affidavit would be rele- 
ant if it showed agreement between the SA and the British government; but 
if it merely shows a willingness on Roehm's part to enter into Lerecn 
with reactionary interests of other countries, I really don't see that it 
helps the Sa at alle It is quite irrelevant, 
DR, ASCHEN,UER: I do not believe that it deals here with the re- 
ionaries of other countries, But it deals with the political powers whic 
re a power in England in 191. 

MR. MARRECOs Sir Henry Deterding my have had political influence == 
o not deny that -- but he had no political authority. 

DRe ASCHENAUER: But those circles which were in contact with him, 
Conservative circles, were ready to go into pcw.r at any time, and it was 
possible at any time. And this agreement, then, would have been turned intc 


& government contract, 
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MR. MARRECO: So Dr. Aschenauer says, but that dees not appear so fror 
the affidavit. There is nothing about that in the affidavit, 

COMMISSIONER: Will you go on with the next one? 

% 3 

DR. ASCHENAUER: I now have an affidavit by General Friedrich Haselma, 
It shows that Roehn attempted amicable relationship with the Western powore 
in 1934 within the frame work of a defensive goal against danger points, 
which, in the view of Roehm, resulted from the motto of the world revoluti: 

Those wore official conferences with the French Ambassador and the 
Enzlish and French Attaches... Those were not private discussions, 

COMMISSIONER: Are you talking about the last affidavit? 

DR. ASCHENAUERS About the Haselmayr afficavit. 

COMMISSIONER: Are you saying that Roehm attempted amicable relations 
with the Western pow.rs in 193)? That attempts were made tc get in touch 
with the governments of the Western powers in order to obtain their support 
of the Nazi Party and the SA? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: Roehm attempted the Western Pact in 1934 with all iti 
economic, political and cultural laws, Roehm also was Reich tuinistcr. 

COMMISSIONER: Who is this General Haselmayr? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: General Haselmayr was one cf Xoehm's co-workers, anc 
president of the New Commonwealth, 

COMMISSIONER: Docs the affidavit give any particulars and the pure 

for which Rochm wanted these relationships? 

DR. ASC-ENAUER: The affidavit shows that. 

COMMILSIONER: Is that all you have to say? 

DR. ASCHENAUER: Yes, sir, that is alle 

COMMISSIONER: Have you any comments, ir. Marreco? 

MR. MARRECO: I think there is no objection to that affidavit. I 
think there is no objection to any of these affidavits -= but I con't see 
their relevance, They don't seem to have any bearing on any 
charges which we made against the SA at alle 


COMMISSIONER: Are you saying that irrelevance is no objection? 


NR. MARRECO: That is for the Commission to decide. 
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COMMISSIONER: Can you help mo, You say you have no objection, 
and ot that it is not rclevante 

idt. MARRECO: When I say there is no objection == I say that bocaus: 
it has becn the practice of the Commission nd to take too stronuous 
objections; for the assistance of the Commission I want to say that since the 
common theme in all these affidavits is now becoming clear == I don't soe thai 
any of them were very relevante 

COMAISSIONER: Well, now, will you got on to the next matter, please" 

de de X6 46 R 6o EH HH 

DR. ASCHENAUER: The others no longcr deal with this part of the 
probleme The next is a supplement to an affidavit which I have previously 
submitted, and the right to supplement was reserved to no, 

COMMISSIONER: Has the affidavit to which this is a supplement been 
submitted already: 

DR. ASCHENAUER: I have submitted it (the affidavit) and I declared 
it was not complete as yet, and that I would supplement it. An affidavit by 
Mappos, which was not completed. 

CO5LISSIONER: Any objeetionsg 

(No objection). 

DR, ASCHENAUER: I am submitting a supploacnt to the affidavit by 
Mappes pertaining to the theme "9 Novorbcr 1938". I request its translation. 
The affidavit of Mappes has been allowed already. The complete translation 

of this affidavit is requested. 

COMMISSIONER: How long is it? 

DR, ASCHENAUER: There is only onc pago. 

COMMISSIONERS All right, procced to the next once 
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DR. ASCHENAUER: The affidavit of Karl Wilholm Sicbole It shove 
e 
that in tho arca of Mindon also the SA issued counter orders against cırcossos 
‘and had put up guards for tho protection of synagogues and Jowish buildings. 


Furthornoro, it provos that Lutzo issuod an ordor duo to tho oxcossos against 


Jens, shortly after the 10th of November 1°38, which permitted omploiment of + 


te 
SA within the framework of cooperation with the political leadership only if a 
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special permit of the superior office was givone 

When Brigadefuehrer Siebel asked about it, the superior office 
explained explicitly that this order was caused by the prohibited usc of 
individual SA men against the Jews on the part of other offices outside of the 
SA. 

The use of the SA to assist the Hoheitstraegery possible up to then, 
was prohibited by this ordcr, 

COMMISSIONER: Any objections? 

(No objection). 

Very well, go on with the next ono, 
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DR, ASCHENAUER: To the thomo "Compulsion and Entrance into 
Organizations" I submit the affidavit of Dre Friedrich Weber. The affidavit 
reads in part: "Every student would study at the expense of tho Stato. For 
this reason the State demands that every student serve in the Party or its 
organizations" (these sentences originated with the speech of Gaustudentenfuel:: 
Dre Doerfler in the summer semester of 1936). Furthermore, the affidavit 
reads in part: "Large circles knew unofficially at that time that refusal to 
obey the orders of the State and the Party would cause survcyanco since one 
was o:cluded from being employed for tho Volksgemeinsehaft" (tho Folk Communit: 

COMMISSIONER: Is not this affidavit cümulative? Has not this 
evidence been given over and over again? 

DR, ASCHENAUER: This is the only affidavit which speaks of the 
Situation in the University of Munich arca. If tho fact which is being 
stated here is appreciated as the truth, of course I should withdraw it but 
I would like toask the Commission for a ruling on this... 

OCO.LASSICNER: It is not a question whether it is admitted as truth, 
but whether it has been presented before or note 

IR. LARRECO: It certainly has been stated before, and it certainly i 
not adnittod to bo true by tho prosecution, but I certainly think this 
affidavit should be allowed. 

COLLIISSIONER: Why do you say that? 


iR, MARRO: As I understand it, a great many of those affidavits 
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are curulative to the evidence given before the Commission. That is to soz 
extent permissible, so long as they are not cumulative to one another, 

DR. ASCHENAUER: They are not cumulative one to each other. 
the rule that the affidavit be submitted to the Commission... 


COMMISSIONER: All right -e the next one now? 


Die ASCHENAUSR: Theaffida vit of Johannes Priese, Member of the 
Communist Party, expert for denazification tribunals for the government 
district of Lower Bavaria, and Oberpfalz. Agreement with the special 
Commissioner for political liberation, 

Dre Priese as expert witness submits an affidavit which shows: 

The SA served neither militarism nor boligerency. The cross-country 
manoeuvers were practiced without ams, One must differentiate in tho SA 
among the following: Traditional storms composed of SA men with membership 
before 30 January 1933, and the young storms composed of members of the SA 
after 30 Jarmary 1933. Opposed to which, on ono hand, 300,000 old SA 
fighters, four and one half million SA members in July 193), and after tho 
Rochn putsch on the other hand one and one half million SA members. There 
can be no thought that the aims and activities which are characterized as 
criminal in the sense of paragraph 6 of the Charter were known to the larzer 
part of tho Sie And one must state that by far the larger part of the SA 
members regarded tho entire work of the SA as a political] and ideological 
education, and for those who were of the younger generation as a school of 
physical cducation. If one wanted to speak of a responsibility on the part 
of the SA one could talk about that only in so far as such members were 
concerned who had been members of tho SA (traditional SA) before 30 January 
1935, 

I request the complete translation of tho affidav it, 

COLIISSIONER: What is tho length of it? 

Di, ASCHENAUER: Well spaced, five pagos, 

CONXiISSICNER: lir. Marreco? 


IR. MARRLCO; No objection by the prosecution to this affidavit. 


DR. ASCHENAUER: y colloaguo hore, Dre Duerr, represents tho Rider 
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Corps, SA, and I should like hin to make a statement in regard to th 


DR, DUERR: Aside fran tho affidavits which were allowed fron 


Madeleine Roentgen in Switzerland s end of Lorenz Fehrenbacher, the NS (or SA) 


Rider Corps wishes to submit two final affidavits. 

The first one is an affidavit from Schramm. The Tribunal heard thc 
witness Schrama on the 6th of July as witness for defendant Jodl. Two 
defense counsels for the organizations applied to be permitted to cross 
examine him. They were refused. They were referred to the Commission. 
After conference with Col, Noave the witness Schramm was withdrawn as a 
witness, and only an affidavit was submitted by him. It has the number 
NSRK-86. Professor Schramm was a professor for medieval and modern history 
at the University in Goottingen, He was a member of the NS Rider Corps, 

He is tho author of a peace letter 3 ho Archbishop of Canterbury 
in the year 1938, which was read in the Lower House by Chamberlain. 
a summary of thc affidavit: 

Schramm in his capacity of former reserve officer characterizes the 
military Väluo of the BA Rider Corps as zeroe Tho NS Rider Corps never oimec 
a pistol, a rapid fire army a nachino gung a grenade thrower. And it also 
did not train in thc use of such arms. Though he was a cavalry reserve 
officorg like other reserve officors he remined Rottenfuehrer (platoon 
leader)e Tho view of tho regular officors was that the activity in the NS 
Rider Corps was a new form of the Gorman desire to have societicse 

Schramm in a letter to the A,chbishop of Canterbury, with vihon ho 
was acquainted, expressed his joy about the socuring of peace by tho Munich 
Confercnce in 1938. He wants to have not only his conviction as reserve 
officer but also the conviction of the NS Rider Corps at that tino expressed 


in these words: 
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That the actual mood was correctly reproduced could not have boen 

cept of the Archbishop, but also that of Neville Chamberlain, for Neville 
Chamberlain read my lettor which he characterized as the ideas of the Germans 
in the Lower House. 

MR. MARRECO: I don't think that is at all relevant to the Rider Corpse 
This is an expression of the purely personal outlook of one of its members on 
matters of foreign politics -- which are of no concern to the Ricer Corps 
activities. The Rider Corps may well have been a military training organiza- 
tion and still have a member who was happy about the events at i'unich. 

DR. DUERR: The witness Schramm does not talk only for tho NS Rider Corp. 
but for the love of peace of the entire SA and the German people. 

De is speaking entirely of himself when ho writes to 
Neville Chamberlain about what ho achieved at the Munich conference. 

DR. DUERR: I believe it to be a proof that he is not talking for himsol: 
alonc, for the reason that Neville Chamberlain characterized the letter as 
characteristic of the love of peace of the German peoplee 

NR. MARRECO: Surely if Chamborlain read this letter in tho House he was 
reading it as a letter from a distinguished German scholar, not as 
membor of the Sie Professor Schramm is not a leader of the Rider Co 
leader of the SA, nor did ho in his letter express his congratulation 
half of the Sie Ho expressed them on behalf of himselfe And it is perfectly 
clear that Mr. Chamberlain attache? importance to these congratulations beens 
they came from Schramm as a distinguished German scholar, not from "Wmith" 
or "Brown" as SA memberse 

COMMISSIONER: I think it is very unfortunate that this letter to Chamber- 
lain comes into the matter at alle If that were all the affidavit were about I 
would refuse it. But in view of the fact that I understand 
to the military value of the Rider Corps I am disposed to allow ite 

DR. DUERR: I agree to cutting out that part of tho affidavit which enl: 

the speech of Chamberlaine 

MR. MARRECO: Yes, I would suggest that that part bo struck out, 

DR, DUERR: May I ask to continuo with this translation of this summary 


important parts aro still to como, 
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COMMISSIONER: Certainly, go ahead. 

„DR. DUERR: In his position as the author of the War Diary of the 
Wehrmachtfuehrunrsstab, Schramm never could observe that the 8% leadership had 
taken, or had any influence whatsoever in the fuehrer headquarterse The in- 
fluence of the SA receded after the ascension to power and after the 30th of 
July 1934 it was clearly recognizable that it was eliminated from any import: 
influence in the political developmente Since the ascension of power membere 
ship in the SA was considerably less significant than membership in the Party. 
Again, membership in the NS Rider Corps was considered loss thon membership i: 
the Sie 

* * * 
COMMISSIONER: Is this the only affidavit on behalf of the Rider Corps? 
DR. DUERR: There is another affidavit which has just arrived from tho 
Bishop of Ermland of East Prussia, 
COMMISSIONER: Havo you a summary of the affiavit? 
DUERR: No, I have no sumary. I just want to read thomost important 
ite It just arrived and I wis not able to prepare a summary. 
The affidavits ocmanating from the Russian zone were reserved for th 
Qofonsoe 
Bishop of Ermlanc in respect to tho fricon?ly attitude tho Rider Corps 
had toward thc church, states -- I now quote literally from tho affidavits 
Members of tho Ermland Riding Association considered it a special honor 
for conturics to meet the Bishop of Ermland, thcir former sovereign, when he 
made his official visits, ond his confirmation visits, into thc community 
to accompany him to the next church. The transfor of the Riding Associations 
into the SA did not change anything about that though the higher leadership 
atterpted to stop this "Bishop's Ride", and prohibited members of tho SA from 
participating in it, Put to the choice to omit the Bishop's Rice or to be 
oliminated from the SA, tho Ermland SA Rider Storms put it up to th: 
leadership to eliminate them since thoy could not under any circumstances omit 
meeting the Bishop and to eccompony hime Because this nttitudo was by far 


that of the largest number of members of the Ermland Rider SA tho hi hor 


Orme 
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leadership could not oxecute the threatened punitive moasurose 
MR. MARRECO: No objcctionse 
COMMISSIONER: Really, has this anything to do with the Rider Corps? 
MR. MARRECO: I suppose it has, insofar as persecution of the church by 
the SA, and therefore by the SA Ricer Corps, is a point taken by the pros 


COMMISSIONER: Are those the grounds on which you present it, Dr. Duerr? 


DR. DUERR: Yes, sir, those are the grounds e 


COMMISSIONER: We have dealt with all ten affidavits now, have we? 
there are no more for the SA or the Rider Corps? 
DR. DUERR: Except for tho two reserved, which I mentioned at the 


beginning. 
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CO "ISSIONTR: I did not get those names, Give them to me againoplease. 

DR. DUER%: They are: madeleine foentgen and Lorenz Fehronhacher. 

COR"IS IONER: why do you wish to reserve those? "ny are they not ready 1. 

DR. DU?83: The affidavit from Madeleine Roentgen emanates from Switzer- 
land and has not as yet arrived, and is expected any moment. ‚he other, we 
must submit with it a picture. It is the confirmation of the picture, And 
the affidavit pertainine to the picture has not as yet arrived. 

COM! TSSIONER It is not for me to say whether these will bo heard. Tè is 
for Coi. Neavo, But I understood that today was the very last day for th 
hearing of affidavits. 

Well, now, as to these ten, I am going to disallow No. 1. that of Arnold 
Rechbo-g, as being irrelevent. disallow Affidavit "o, 3, Fuerst aldburg zu 
Zeil, as being irrclevoant, and there being no evidence that Sir denry Jeterdi 
represented the British government at the time of the ell.ged acrecmont or 
at any other time. 

And I am going to disallow No. lı, the affidavit of Friedrich 
being irrelevant. 


Û 


am 70ing to allow all others, except of Schram, 
going to allow so long as all referonces to the letter to tr. Chay 
are omitted, 

DR. ASC ENAUER: The defense reserves the right to argue before the Court 
regarding the dis: vec affidavits. Up to nov objections w re put into the 
transcript and the discussion of the argument about it was to be out 
Courte 

À3? CO: The argument about this is in the transcript. 
“ISSTONER: I don't understand that, about tho transcript. 
contention? 

"TZ, ASCHENAUER: For the final decision as to whether they aro allowed : 
up to the Tribunal, 

at ae saat täten IN 
DR. ASCHENAUER: Nothing. — 
(Dr. Aschenauer's statement is re-read by the German reporter; and it was 


found that the nelish int.rprotation should have read as follows; ) 


DR. ASCHENAUER: The defense reserves the right to argue before the court, 


rO er 
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regarding the disallowed affidavits. Up to now objections wers noted and the 


argument regarding the final decision is the affair of the Tribunal. 


CO ISSIONER: ‘there is nothing more to be said. The Commission will now 


adjourne 
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The foregoing is a true and correct transcript of ten submission of affidar’ 


by Dre Aschenauer, taken on 31 July 1946. 
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